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1
Introduction
Energy Saving was agreed as a work item in RAN3 at RAN#53. At RAN3#73, the description for the IRAT energy saving scenario was updated in [5] introducing making the IRAT scenario non-applicable. Our preference is to keep the IRAT scenario as a valid scenario by clarifying this in the TR. 
2
Discussion
2.1 Introduced changes

The following modification has been made in section 5.1.1 [4]:

“The energy saving solutions for this scenario should only be considered in case there are no LTE only capable devices, and in case the E-UTRAN is jointly deployed with legacy RAT (e.g. UMTS or GSM).”
to

“The energy saving solutions for this scenario should only be considered in case the E-UTRAN is jointly deployed with legacy RAT (e.g. UMTS or GSM). It is up to operator’s policy whether service for LTE-only capable devices needs to be maintained.”
Further, the following text has been removed from section 5.1.4 [4]:
“Current approaches and enhancements are based on the assumption that no LTE-only device exists, therefore they do not provide solution when there is LTE-only device in the energy saving area.”
2.2 Applicability
According to Annex A in [2] applicability is defined as:

“Verification against the scope of the SI as added in the TR (see section 4). If the solution breaks this criterion, it is out of the scope of the energy saving discussion.”
The part of section 4 in [2] relevant here is:
“The scope of the study item shall be as follows: 
· User accessibility should be guaranteed when a cell transfers to energy saving mode
· Backward compatibility and the ability to provide energy saving for Rel-10 network deployment that serves a number of legacy UEs
· Solutions shall not impact the Uu physical layer

· The solutions should not impact negatively the UE power consumption”
[3] explains the problem with the scope and IRAT energy saving if coverage holes are introduced. In order to remove the inconsistencies two alternatives as a way forward were proposed but neither agreed. Instead the following way forward was agreed [4]:
“Conclusion:  Add to the TR something along the lines: Proposed solutions should only be considered in case there are no LTE-only capable devices.”
2.3
Conclusion

At RAN3#73, it was agreed to remove the text avoiding the problem for scenario 1 hence it may be interpreted that this scenario is not applicable and is not in the scope in the energy saving TR. However, at RAN#53 the WI [7] was agreed where the inter-RAT use case is included.
2.4
Ways forward
Our position is that the Energy Saving TR shall be consistent. Three alternatives to solve this problem are:

A) Clarify how scenario 1 is consistent with the scope.
B) Cleanup the TR by removing scenario 1. 
C) Clarify the assumptions for scenario 1.

Our preference is alternative C) and the corresponding CR is available in [6].
3
Proposal
We kindly ask RAN3 to agree the proposed updates in [6] to the Energy Saving TR 36.927 [2].
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